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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 7, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by Sezan et al. (US Pat. No. 6,236,395). 

4. Consider claim 4. Sezan et al. teaches that the XML file includes one or more of 
chapter times, positions, and labels, and the binary file includes presentation time and 
file offset of a packet corresponding to one or more video l-frames (col. 26, lines 51-67; 
col. 17, line 60 - col. 18, line 2; col. 18, lines 33, 60 and 66; figs. 4-12 and 14-16). 

5. Consider claim 24. Sezan et al. teaches a system, comprising: a encoder to 
encode digitized video and audio data into packets in an MPEG stream (col. 13, line 21; 
fig. 2); a navigation generator coupled to the encoder to: examine the MPEG stream 
(col. 13, line 21; fig. 2); generate navigation information on packets associated with 
specific presentation points in the MPEG stream (col. 4, lines 40-55); and store a first 
component of information on the identified packets in an Extensible Markup Language 
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file (col, 14, line 41 - col. 25, line 67; fig. 2) and a second component of file information 
on the identified packets in a binary navigation file separate from a file to store the 
MPEG stream (col. 7, lines 16-49; fig. 2); and a decoder to read and decode portions of 
the MPEG stream identified by the navigation information ( col. 8, lines 48-50). 

6. Method claims 1 and 11 are rejected using similar reasoning as the 
corresponding system claim above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

8. Claims 3, 5, 6, 8-11, 12-20, 22, 23, 25, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et al. (US Pat. No. 6,236,395) in view of 
Tsumagari et al. (US Pat. No. 6,480,669). 

9. Consider claim 3. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except that the navigation database is maintained in a separate file and not 
encoded in the MPEG stream. 

However, Tsumagari et al. teaches that the navigation database is maintained in 
a separate file and not encoded in the MPEG stream (col. 1 1 , lines 21-23; fig. 5). 



Application/Control Number: 09/932.806 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2621 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to maintain a separate file for the navigation 
database in order to make the system more proficient. 

10. Consider claim 5. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except that identifying packets includes identifying packets associated with 
selected presentation times in the playback. 

However, Tsumagari et al. teaches that identifying packets includes identifying 
packets associated with selected presentation times in the playback (col. 19, lines 17-28; 
fig. 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use to associate selected presentation times in 
playback with identified packets in order to provide a more efficient system. 

1 1 . Consider claim 6. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except that identifying packets includes identifying a packet containing a video I- 
frame with a presentation time near one of the selected presentation times. 

However, Tsumagari et al teaches that identifying packets includes identifying a 
packet containing a video l-frame with a presentation time near one of the selected 
presentation times (col. 15, line 47 - col. Line 6; fig. 14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use to identify a packet containing a video l-frame with a 
presentation time near one of the selected presentation times in order for the user to 
easily recognize the contents on the medium. 
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12. Consider clainn 1 1 . Sezan et al. teaches that the XML file includes one or nnore of 
chapter times, positions, and labels, and the binary file includes presentation time and 
file offset of a packet corresponding to one or more video l-frames (col. 26, lines 51-67; 
col. 17, line 60 - col. 18, line 2; col. 18, lines 33, 60 and 66; figs. 4-12 and 14-16). 
13. 

14. Consider claim 12. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except a machine-readable medium having stored thereon instructions, which 
when executed by at least one processor. 

However, Tsumagari et al. teaches a machine-readable medium having stored 
thereon instructions, which when executed by at least one processor (col. 22, lines 27- 
34; fig. 29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use to provide a machine-readable medium having 
stored thereon instructions, which when executed by at least one processor in order to 
store the necessary data in. 

15. Consider claim 18. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except an apparatus, comprising a medium to provide an MPEG stream and an 
authoring tool coupled to the medium to examine the MPEG stream. 

However, Tsumagari et al. teaches an apparatus, comprising: a medium to 
provide an MPEG stream (col. 1, lines 33-35); and an authoring tool coupled to the 
medium to examine the MPEG stream (col. 2, lines 18-41). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to have medium to provide an MPEG stream with 
an authoring tool coupled to it, in order to created multimedia content. 

16. Claims 8-10, 13-17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25 and 26 are rejected using similar 
reasoning as the corresponding claims above. 

17. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et 
al. (US Pat. No. 6,236,395) in view of Acampora et al. (US Pat. No. 5,168,356). 

1 8. Consider claim 2. Sezan et al. discloses all of the claimed limitations as stated 
above, except that examining an MPEG stream includes examining a transport stream. 

However, Acampora et al. teaches that examining an MPEG stream includes 
examining a transport stream (col. 2, lines 28-38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to provide, handle, record and reproduce an MPEG 
stream in the format of a MPEG transport stream format for error detection and 
correction which provides a higher level of error resilience. 

19. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et 
al. (US Pat. No. 6,236,395) in view of Tsumagari et al. (US Pat. No. 6,480,669) in 
further view of Taniguchi et al. (US Pat. No. 6,192,183). 
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20. Consider claim 21 . Sezan et al. and Tsumagari et al. discloses all of the claimed 
limitations as stated above, except that the authoring tool includes a processor and a 
computer program. 

However, Taniguchi et al. teaches an authoring tool that includes a processor 
and a computer program (col. 10, lines 24-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, to examine the MPEG stream with an authoring 
tool that includes a processor and a computer program which provides increased image 
quality and requires less time. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mishawn N. Dunn whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on 571-272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Mishawn Dunn 
March 21, 2006 



